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REMARKS 

In view of the amendments to the clainas above and the follovi/ing remarks, the 
Examiner is requested to allow Claims 1-10, 13-19, and 44-46. . 

Claim 1 has be^n amended such that the inter-array areas are wider than the 
inter-feature areas and to clarify the drop deposition occurs while the deposition 
head is moving. Support for these amendments can be found in the specification on 
page 8 lines 3-5 (inter-array areas), page 8 lines 27-31 (inter-feature areas), and 
Figures 1, 2 and 6 which show inter-array and inter-feature areas. Claim 9 has 
been amended to correct a grammatical error and Claim 13 has been amended to 
' correct its dependency. 

As no new matter is added by way of these amendments, entry thereof by the 
Examiner is respectfully requested. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The Office Action states that Claims 1-3, 5-7. 9-14 and 18-19 are rejected 
under 35 USC § 102(b} as being anticipated by TIsone et al. (US Patent No. 
6.063.339). 

m the Advisory Action dated July 1 3, 2005, the Examiner asserts that the 
amendments made to Claim 1 by the Applicants in the Response to Final Office 
Action do not distinguish the invention over Tisone et al. because the amendments 
do not make It clear that the inter-array spacing and inter-feature spacing of the 
multiple arrays of the claimed invention are different. 

Accordingly, in order to expedite prosecution and advance this case to 
issuance, the Applicants have amended Claim 1 such that the inter-array areas are 
wider than the inter-feature areas. This teaching is not found in Tisone et al. New 
independent Claim 44 also includes this limitation. 

Therefore, the Applicants submit that the claimed invention as currently 
amended is distinguishjed over Tisone et al. and respectfully request withdrawal of 
this rejection. 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 1-16 and 18-19 as being anticipated by 
Webb et al. (US Patent No. 6,613,893) and Claims 1-19 as being anticipated Webb 
et al. (US Patent No. 6(599,693) under 35 USC § 102(e). 
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In the Advisory Action dated July 13, 2005, tlie Examiner asserts that the 
amendments made to Claim 1 by the Applicants in the Response to Final Office 
Action do not distinguish the invention over the Webb et al. references because the 
amendments do not mdke It clear that the deposition of drops is bi-directional. The 
Examiner asserts that the claim syntax is ambiguous w^ith regard to whether the 
drops are deposited vt/^iile the deposition head is moving and thus do not clearly 
claim bi-directional drop deposition. 

Accordingly, in order to expedite prosecution and advance this case to 
issuance, the Applicants have amended Claim 1 such that it is clear that drop 

deposition occurs while the deposition head is moving, and thus claims a bi- 

r 

directional printing method. New independent Claim 44 also contains this limitation. 

Therefore, the Applicants submit that the claimed invention as currently 
amended is distinguished over the Webb et al. patents and respectfully request 
withdrawal of this rejection. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the amendments and remarks provided above and in tlie Response 
to Final Office Action filed June 21 , 2005, tine Applicants respectfully submit that all 
of the claims are in condition for allowance, which action is requested. If the 
Examiner finds that a telephone conference would expedite the prosecution of this 
application, please telephone Dianne Rees at (650) 485-5999. The Commissioner is 
hereby authorized to charge any fees under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16 and 1.17 which may 
be required by ttiis paper, or to credit any overpayment, to Deposit Account No. 50- 
1078. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Date: g'- ;Z2' of^ 



Date: ^ - 7-2 - ^ 
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Registration No. 56,993 
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